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gas from such garbage, etc., the ingredients used in the production under
; '--j ,the second patent being the saie, or the equivalent of tîtose used *under the

first patent, an alleged change therein being designed inerely ta enable the
defendant to appear to, employ different materiais, while in substance and
effect the Faine; his dealirigs also with the plaintif;, after he had procùred
the second patent, were on the footing that plaintiff was to have the saie
interest therein as in the first patent.

A claim by the plaintiff that he was entitled to, the ber.efit of the
second patent as an improvement within the rneaning of the first patent,
under the terms of the assignment, was upheld.

Welloft, for appellants. Smoke, for the respondents.

NiaciMahon, J.] BANK 0F HAMILTON V. IMi'ERIAL BANK. [Uuly 15.
Banks aid Barskùtg-A/teration of clieque-Li*ability.

B. having $(0.25 to his credit at the Bank of Hamilton drew a cheque
for $5.oo, whîch hte presented at that bank and had it niarked good. rhe
vheque had no figures before the dollar mark, and on the Uine for the
written amount the word Ilfive " was writtcn, there being a long space
between it and the word "1dollar." 13. then altered the cheque 1by writing
14 oo " after the dollar mark and the word "1hundred " after the word five,
and, taking the cheque so altered, deposited it at the Imiperial Bank, and
opened an account there, and got three cheques niarked on that bank,
naniely, for $300, $150 atid $5o, drawing out the arnount of the $150 chequ *e
and negotiating the other two. The altered cheque of $500 was sent b
the I. Bank to the Clearitig Houst, and, under the systeni in vogue, it wgs
charged against the Bank of H. On the following morning, on the Bank
of' H. discovering that no cheque for $500 had been debited to B.s
account, and that a forgery had been comitted, inimediately notified the
1. Bank and dernanded repayment of $4()5, heing the difference between
the $500.oo and the $5.oo, which had been debited to B. Under the
systeim ini force, the forgery would not be discovered until the following
morning, but, it was said, that under a différent systern it might have been
discovered sooner.

Ik/d, that the plaintiff was entitled to recover.
Oster, Q.C., for plaintiffs. Lersh, Q.C., and Kappele, for defendants,

M.eredith, C.J.] PLAXTON V. BARRIE LoAN CO. [july 15.
/)isire.s-Ahandfonnet-Mortgage-Arn'ears of intérest-Seizmre of goods

- lnco;npleness of 'n ventory-Ptroviso for oedetnpion-Exension
of irne for payment-Swearittg apprairers a/Per appraisemeft.

After a distress for arrears of interest under the clause therefor in a
mortgage, the bailiff remnaining in possession and having the key of the

V,


